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OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS
AUSTIN

GROVER SELLERS
ATTORNEY GENERAL

Honorable E. S. Rowe

County Attorney, Lamb County
Littlefield, Toexas

Dear Sir:

Re: Does the Co
Court of Lam
eauthority
or donds
structing s

date,

for the puprpose 6f \houging the
Triple A. (Off}Ces, she propos
being a to donsiderabla dist

‘ sioners Court of Lamb County have
let & contract for the construotion of

tural Building in whioch to house the County
9 A, A, A, Offices, sald bullding to be

and would saild Court have the suthority to
»-Time Warrents, in the sum of $20,000,00, in
payment for the construction of such a building.

2. Would the Commissioners Court of Lamb County, have

authority to order an election for the purpose of determin-
ing whether or not Bonds in the sum of 20,000,.00 should be
{ssued for the construction of an Agrieculturel Bullding, in
which to house the County Agent, and the Triple 4, Offices;

said building to be oonstructed in a town not the County
Cert of said ocounty."”

i HO COMMUNICATION IS TO BE CONSTRUED AS A DEPFARTMENTAL OPINION UNLESS AFPROVED BY THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OR FIRST ASSISTANT
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The ocourts of this Stete have repeatedly held that &
county cannot issue bonds unless such power 1s expressly oconferred
by law. Such is the established doctrine in this State, and has
been from en early time. It was affirmed in the originel appeal
from Sen Patricio County vs. MoClane, 4i Tex. 392, and reiterated
in Robison vs, Breedlove, 61 Tex. 316; also in lasater vs. Lopez,
217 S. W. 376.

It is also a well established rule of law in this State
that a county subject to the expressed restrictions imposed by
the Constitution asnd generel laws has the implied power to lasue
time warrants in paypent for improvements which it is e;gresalg
authorized to construct, provided the applicable regulations re-

ating to the lssuance of such werrants ars observed. (Straton vs.
Commissioners'Court of Kinney County, 137 S. W, 1170; Cowan et el
ve. Dupree, ot al, 139 2, W, 887; Commissioners' Court of Floyd
County et al vs, Nichols et al, 142 S. W, 37; Laseter vs. lLopez,
217 S. W. 376; Adams vs, MoGill, 146 5. W, (24) 332.)

—————

We have failed to find a statute in this State expreasly
suthorizing a county to construct the type bullding mentioned in

your request. Therefore, it 1s the opinion of this Department,

based on the foregoing decislons of the courts of this State, that

& county does not heve the euthority to issue time werrants or bonds .
for the purpose of oconstruoting an agrioultural bullding in which

to housas the county agent and A, A, A. offices.

.,

Trusting that thls answers your questions, we are

Very truly yours
ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS

by, /
ALY
7 Cleud 0. Boothman
) A LA ' Assistant
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